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\ 

Coq d’Or Press ROUTE 8 , FREDERICK, MD.' 21701 

Code 301/ 473-8 186 

. ’ ' ' • 2/15/72 

tor. Robert- Q. Vawtor, Director ox Information 
General Services Administration 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear iir. Vawter, 

I do appreciate your phone call yesterday afternoon and the offer that to you seems 
reasonable but to me at this moment is impossible. However, with my present physical 
handicap ana the volume of correspondence that lias been made necessary since what I regard 
as deliberate harrassment began, it is beyond my capability. 

Also, I appreciate your candor in tellin^no that you are not really familiar with the 
regulations which lead to appeals under the Freedom of Information law to you or with the 
law itself. Frankly, I do not see how you can be the person to whom appeals are made without 
this knowledge, not if the appeal is to have any meaning. 

Where we disagree is in your view that I should jjust file endless suits. This is nor 
the intent of the Congress or the law. The purpose of the law is to make public information 
availaole to all citizens, if the volume of correspondence lias become burdensome, as it 

certainly lias to be, I believe the' remedy lies with the cause, which is on the lower level, 

not the level of appeals. One example is the challenge you would not accepw, the i..oruinate 
delays in making response, not only to proper questions but to specific requests. I 

refer not to the language of the statute, for identifiable records, but fox- what i„ oh 

easier to locate and supply, identified records. If you cause a search mo oe _ade of 
correspondence, ana I believe the. obligation is the government* s once I make the charge if 
its purpose is compliance with the law, you will find that repeatedly long peidoda of r 
pass without response. 

As I said, I will make a few specific appeals to you from memory, having no o ..:o_- 
choice at the moment. I preface im by informing you of a ruling by the ^xxorn&y Gex.^ra 
in a letter to me, that long delay in itself constitutes denial ana warrants appeal,, r.c 
net effect being refusal. 

Time dor response . I appeal the Archivists 1 s refusal to provide me with the t._. . _n 
which requests for identifiable public information is to be answered. I recognize mu. . 
response to letters takes longer. I know, as' the correspondence shows, that a tine for 
response is indicated on receipt. I believe I am entitled to tills information ana it .is 
required information if I am to use other alternatives available under the law. 

.-.onorandun of Transfer . I am surprised that you know nothing of this document, 
think it was essential to rulings you have already made. Unless those upon wron yo ..a .. _ 
for knowledge essential to rulings supply it to you, what rulings can you make of. m... . 
rubbor-n L;uap ones? You, of course; have no way of knowing all that is or ... • i\ a.t, 
tim point I triad |,o f.uiko in our ootivaran t.i 011. And if you uro tbv.idinp ... ■ 1 ,, 

droid or. what is relevant knowledge f'o.r you to have ,ui reaching a iluc.isuun? o . v 

already :..udo the decision appealed? 1 appeal the repeated refusal mo me- o.f ad., doe’ .a,.. 

Because you arc entirely unaware of -it, I make tnc following explanation, w. _co d.o..i . a. 
assure compliance with the requirement that mne application be for an iderndfiable e:. 

In or about April lpb 5 the Secret Service conveyed and received a roc.d . fra. ... . 
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isclubit; ; l.trev.- Wnrcon Co: lesion kxiiibitu, bo:;. pxjp-g. This memoi’&nduia was used by the 

government in about January l^G^* The use was iviauc puolic noout a year later in a report 
of which you {.also appeared to have lio knowledge at all, that of the so- coll ea. Clark panel • 
of experts who examined and reported upon various items. Use become a factor and relevant 
-under the American Kail Linen Ltd , v. G slick decision , of which you should also know if 
you are to ' decide appeals. This decision holds that by any use whatsoever, any pre-existing 
exemption from disclosure is waived. Thus, use in any way by this government panel eliminated 
any right to withhold that may have existed. 

Upon publication of this panel report, I amde a number of verbal and written requests 
for a copy of this memorandum of transfer. It- required about three months for me sc be told 
that this was a private paper entrusted to the Archives for safe-keeping by the Kennedy 
family, an explanation I found not only incredible but one it certainly dio. not require 
so long a time to determine. During this long interval, I was informed that I would be 
given a dicision momentarily, including by the Archivist, in. person, in Judge Kalleck 1 s 
courtroom. When I was so informed, I reuuested as an alternative a copy of the government* s 
copy of this memorandum of transfer, say/ 13 Specifically, not the copy held to bo the private 
pd|K.ir f,i‘ f j ji t Kennedy family. After a lapse of time I was given tiio same "explanation" and 
w „;i «„•.<! in ini'll. X l.lmn naked the Secret Service for a copy of its copy. The Secret Service 
1 1 r*i . j * i < .. i |,i‘ev.iil(; j. I, , luj |, i.'J uc Led to do so kuX’ough the ilational Arcnives. xt inxo..ms n 

Uml, j i , , U L a copy willi a covering letter the day after my request. The Archives never 
i./jf oniK.'J ,iin of tills, not evon after X loarnod ot it by inquixy at .he Secret^ Service. 

In ,ro:ij.on.ie to my subsequent and specific inquiry at the National Archives, Hr. Marion 
J ohusou told me a decision was pneding as to whether or not the copy sent to tnc Arciiivoa 
for me would be given to me. After the lapse of more time and further inquiries, even 
this copy was I'efused me. 



^ T sucfi u i£n agency to make 



in this mattei 
xno -j— 

and tiiat no other agency ^ixas/o^can 0 aveempt to exercise t~ e doCinmni- 



It is my belief tiiat regardless of any and all other consxaeraoxono, 

the Secret Service is what the Attorney General 1 s Aqmoranduin doscriDes as 

-oaramount concern, 

^nutno ntv 

the pract: 



se ox 



document available to the applicant. The Arcnives iias 
.iaking available to me copies of such letters from the Secret Service. 






this case x would like a copy of the covering letter, also. While it may be felt tnat avis 
letter can be held to be an internal communication, practise ana American mail , in ‘--a;, 
case, in my view, waivo any such right, if it existed. 

Moreover, -J .e use documented above waives any right that may nave existed to tfx ■••• 
from me the government's copy of this memorandum and any receipts part thereof or relevant 

thereto. 



Pictures of Exhibits blo-G . I appeal the decision to deny c 



ertain pictures 

the b, i sis tiiat all arc, under the regulations as of the time of my xnxtial requesv 
equal access. Access denied me was granted -to another, On January 7 ox tins year, 

was denied and after it was sworn in court tiiat nobody was permitted to vacw „hc;w 

I also appeal the refusal of the Archivist to .provide copies of exist i- jig pxtuxres 
■zlu. -existing color negatives exposed by the FBI as agent for and at the request o_ 
Commission. In this connection I remind you of the language of the Attorney Generxn 
page 24, which in my view requires this of the Archives. 

The basis on which I was denied copies of pictures- 1 liud requested aid a uexu.. 

c>. tall was a withholding of and misrepresentation of existing regulations, subscc.... 
reseated in court, the result being the deception of the court. Tho Arciaves mne-.j - 
im.eaiatoly after procuring thia decision, ehangou tuo regulations so txiat u».aei 
would not be required to grant this access. It then delayed providing me van: a cop 
altered regulation, the only one applicable to my request being the one prior to .a 
Thereafter, it again violated the regulations to provide the January l access, i-.y _ 
January 6 did not roach the Archivist in time for him to adjust the regulation^ oo 
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•/*»_ r, h'ih put to cba.ca'JoAabio coat ana trouble on this matter, all of it improperly. 
Tho von' -prints of Uio ’existing negatives arc incapable of being copied by its competent 

phologi'apnors. While I should not lmvu had to depend upon copies of copies to begin with, I 
.-^believe I am witliin my rights in asking for the best possible prints made from the existing 
^ .'negatives, which arc, in any event, required to be in the possession of she Archives or at 
the very least available to it under executive order of 10/2S?£ 151 / 66 « I believe the money I 
have wasted on useless copies should be applied to the cost of complying with my original 
request, which, was for prints made from the negatives. If these negatives are, as they 
should be, capable of enlargement, then I would like my request to be interpreted as for 
the areas of damage only, as described in my written requests, and to be certain that there 
is no unnecessary or wasted work or trouble for the government , I will go to whatever lab 
is usee for this work at tho time the enlargements are made at the time they are made, so 
that there can be no doubt of the limited area of my research interest, the area of damage 
to these exhibits. 



HI til regard to pictures I requested be taken, for me of this evidence and copies 
be provided to me at my cost, I think you should takes into consideration that despite 
contrary .representations, at the time of my request both the GSA-family contract aid regulations 
combine^ on this to guarantee me such pictures. I am, frankly, astounded tliat you wouU have 
made any ruling without knowledge, as you disclosed yesterday, of the existence of tnis 
contract. Because the record is clear that you arc not sufficiently informed for the making 
of decisions, 1 will quote fox' you the relevant passages, although I think tills she -id nave 
been done for you within the government. 

In this contract, l(2) (b) guarantees "access" to "any serious scholar or nnvt,sl_g.-.,or 
of darters relating to the death of the late President for purposes relevant to his study 
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duction" , an allegation never made or claimed and, in fact, never responded to when I in- 
direct challenge for a showing of how the pictures I requested were susceptible cf much 
use. as a matter of recorded fact, the representative of the executors of tin. estate, in 
writing, offered no objection to the providing of the pictu res I requested. Ill('i) a; 
the taking of photogrpahs for "persons authorized to have access under 



1 ( 2 ). 



under 5. ox’ the regulations in effect at the time of my request, I was guaruiueec ccpJ 
of tho pictures I requested. The language is, "photographs of these materials wx. ll 00 f., . . 

t(ji-esearchers as a substitute for visual examination of the items themselves. 'hhmphasi: mc .<_ .a 
T here is no doubt about intent or requirement: "In the event that existing photo gray nr c 
not meet the needs of the researcher additional photographic views will be made. A .L; . • 
may be made for unusually difficult or time-consuming photography. Photographs reproduces 
from existing negatives. . .will be furnished on request .for the usual fees." The ensuing 
language authorizing the withliolding of copies of such photographs was waived by the rep- 
resentative of the executors of the estate, in writing. 'And, as may Be unknown to you, 
photographs of trims clothing have been widely published by the government and other's, are 
provided by the Archives regularly, and only "undignified or sensational" use is prescribed. 
In the absence of a showing that I intended such use or that it, indeed, was possible' .:_:h 
the picture I requested, I believe I am entitled to the copies requested. You will no mo turn; 
it is the researcher who decides, as should be the case, what his needs arc 
regulations and the contract. I am sorry, 
on the providing oc copies of the pictures was added July 6 
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regulations, those in effect at the time of kay request, ended in the above quotut_. a 
the v/ord "fees". This limitation did not exist at tho time of my request. The Archivi^ . 
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t.io couelrexon that tno applicable regulations are altered to aony access, which is contrary 
to one- law, an tno first case to sanction refusal tc re of that to which I was entitled and 
in tiio second to validate that which was specifically proscribed when a political purpose 
was to be served by tli..= violation-. 



Hcfus;-.l to i o of copy of GSA-fnmilv contract . I have asked at length and repeatedly 
for an explanation of how, with. the reasons given for denying me a copy of this document 
when I asked for it on approximately 'November 1 , 1S66 , it could' ever be made available to 
anyone if the reason given were genuine, and how, under the regulations, which require 
equal access, it was then denied to me for a long period and until after it was given 
exclusively to another. Existence of my prior request is reflected in the letter of about 
January 9, 1968, from the Archivist. A t was not written until after exclusive rights were 
given to and exercised by another. Not only do I believe that I am entitled to tnis infor- 
mation, but I believe, your understanding of what is involved and what practise lias been 
is necessary to your rendering of proper judgements and decisions. Here you will fine 
repeated violations of the regulations, to my (intended) damage. 

icfusal to replace and provide, conies of missing, public information . The Archivist has 
repeatedly refused to obtains what he is required to have in- his' archive when ho alleges 
copies arc missing, documents that can in every case be provided and under the law must 
be provided by the agencies of origin. I appeal his refusal to do this, and I again call 
to your attention the cited language of the -^trorney General's I-iemodandum, which furrier 
requires that he forward all such requests if he aoc-s not himself fill them. Because li ,is 
°t > oil unfilled ’requests are supposed to be kept, he can immediately provide me witr whs 
copies I have asked and have not received. 
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■ions . I have asked for certain withheld executive sessions o: 
es I 'have specific knowledge of the content. 1 have rroec; 

the sessions except the pages claim 



Commission. In ‘some c 

requets in several way, including for all of 

properly withheld, which has been the practise with other executive sessions; 
that the authorization for withholding is not applicable. I have asked for expi. 
how the cited authority to withhold can be applicable. Although the Archivist h 
informed me and has not, in fact, responded to the best of my recollection, 1 h 
to believe he has not changed his reasons and has not provided me with his chair 
I believe 1 am entitled tc the transcripts except where they clearly fall withi: 
tne exemptions ox the law, am then entitled to all but those portions properly : 
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and am entitlod to the explanations requested, for all of u'.heh x here; 



Tjic.oo ace specific requests of tiie nature you asked for yesterday, Until : w .i .. 

with an orthopaedic surgeon on March 1 it is got safe for mo to use u, ft -niud in ; . ... 

suck jticiccu. I lies as mine ai’c* X.L all .in. cxai.es ar o ap i wo xiimito exco, r o Wtm.L x s. -. . ,■< 

to consult was not in my filing cabinets, whore they are exact, 1 k.,i .. .Ve they arc uc.ui'.-a. 
or at the very least close enough to provide no problem to the Archival t in s-.p-.vlyi..-; ,vu 
with- such copies as you may desire. Until this consultation, I will not 1-mow Wasuies . .urgery 
will be required, in which event the limitation on physical capability will continue longer. 
However, although you seem to be unaware of it, it is my understanding that time is supposed 
to oe a list of all denied requests for identifiable information and, in fact, practise allows 
this to be the case, as the above-cited instances and your own letter ciiscuose. It -one ref ore 
. should not be necessary for me to search this enormous correspondence to provide you . irk a 
list of what I have been refused. 



I have undertaken to try and inform you fully. I hope you will understand tnis 
solo purpose of the length of this letter, and that the composing and typing of it r 
much mere time than the reading. lou coiuplainoc asout length, i :uri its chic.” vlcti 
tld.uk reflection will show you. Especially ui time of incapacity. 




SirVccroly, 
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